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SEVEN FIQURES AND TWO PLATES 
Some time since, while looking up the history of the use of 
corrosion preparations and models in the teaching of anatomy in 
the United States, I came across the following, written by John 
Morgan, of Philadelphia, in 1786: 
Such is the present state of anatomy in this c,ountry that there are at 
present but few, I believe I may say no such preparations worth mention- 
ing to be met with here, that have been made in America. Dr. Chovet, 
now a resident in this City has indeed a good collection of wax prepara- 
tions, of different parts of the human body, which he made in his younger 
days and brought hither from Europe. But not,hing of this kind has 
hitherto been practiced or has been so taught as to have been of lasting 
use to any that I know of. 
The question at once presented itself: Who was Dr. Chovet : 
what were the ‘preparations’ mentioned and what became of 
them? 
For the past two years I have devoted considerable time to an 
attempt to answer this question and I am compelled to state that 
the answer to the first part of the question is in a great measure 
unsatisfactory and that the answer to the second part is also, 
though in a different sense, equally unsatisfactory. 
Of the early life and education of Chovet we know but little. 
On the back of the frame of a miniature which was presented to 
the Pennsylvania Hospital there is deeply scratched, “Abraham 
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Chovet, born May 25, 1704.” Who his parents were, the place of 
his birth and his nationality, I have been unable to ascertain. In 
a footnote, Ruschenberger says the name “is not French but an 
English patronymic; one of a class of two syllable names ending 
in et or ett, as Cobbett, Collet, Levet.” Against this statement 
may be placed the fact that he was bound to Peter Gongoure le 
marque; this would seem to give some support to those who claim 
he was of French descent. 
George W. Norris in The Early History of Medicine in Phila- 
delphia says, “He was a native of England, and devoted much of 
the early part of his life to the study of anatomy under the ablest 
teachers in Europe.” Chastellux gives England as his native 
country and goes on to say that, “after studying medicine and 
surgery there, he went to France to improve himself under M. 
Winslow. ” 
Thirty years elapse between the date of his birth and the time 
when we find any definite information in regard to Abraham 
Chovet. The few meagre notes I have been able to get together 
must suffice for this period of his life. This much is certain: in 
some manner Chovet acquired sufficient knowledge of anatomy to 
be appointed demonstrator of anatomy in The Worshipful Com- 
pany of Barber-Surgeons of London. 
For many of the facts connected with Chovet and the Barber- 
Surgeons I am indebted to Sidney Young, F.S.A., Past Master of 
The Worshipful Company of Barbers of London, and author of The 
Annals of the Barber-Surgeons of London. Finding the notes 
in the annals insufficient, he most kindly made transcripts of such 
minutes as he thought of interest and placed them at my disposal. 
Extracts from the Records of the Worshipful Company of Barber-Surgeons 
of London 
At a Court of Examiners holden 5th Fbry. 1734. (present Mr. James 
Ferne, Master, Mr. Barnwell, Mr. Bridges, Mr. Watts, Wardens, Mr. 
Myddleton, Mr. Petty, Mr. Wheeler). 
Abraham Chovett S (urgeon) who had been bound to Peter Gongoure 
le marque a Foreign Brother of the Company, was Examined touching 
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his ski11 in Surgery in order to be admitted a Foreign Brother. His an- 
swers were approved and he was ordered a diploma under the seal of the 
Company, admitting him as such for Three pounds three shillings, which 
he paid down and was sworn a Foreign Brother of the Company. 
At a Court of Assistants holden 6th Aug. 1734. Mr. Abraham Cho- 
vett Surgeon and a Foreign Brother took up his freedom of the Company 
for Three pounds three shilIings which he paid down and was snrorne, 
and then the said Mr. Chovett took the Livery and Clothing of the 
Company and gave his note for the usual fine of Ten pounds. 
In the Annals of the Barber-Surgeons the following entry 
appears: “15th August, 1734. Mr. Abraham Chovett and Mr. 
Peter Maccullock were chosen Demonstrators of Anatomy.” 
It is quite probable that the full entry for August 15th, 1734, was 
the same as that of the following year: 
At a Court of Assistants holden 21st August 1735. Then the Court 
. . . . did appoint Mr. Abraham Chovett and Mr. Peter Mac- 
cullock Demonstrators of Anatomy for the year ensuing. And it is 
ordered that each of them shall have the Dissecting of one Publick and 
one Private body and shall not interfere with each other otherwise than 
to assist each other for the Publick Service. 
It is ordered that the Demonstrators for the time being shall be in- 
vited to all the Publick Feasts of the Company when the Masters and 
Stewards of Anatomy are invited. 
It is to be noted in the entries of February 5,1734, and of August 
6, 1734, that Chovet is described as a ‘Foreign Brother.’ This 
did not necessarily mean he was a foreigner or alien in the 
modern acceptation of the word, but a surgeon who practiced 
within the jurisdiction of the Company of Barber-Surgeons of 
London and was not ‘free’ of the Company by patrimony, ser- 
vitude or redemption. Peter Gongoure le marque was, as his 
name would imply, a genuine foreigner practicing in London and 
so compelled to become a Foreign Brother of the Company or be 
debarred from practicing. 
In  a private letter Sidney Young writes me as follows: 
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You will notice that on 6th dug. 1734, Chovett came into our Guild 
and took up his “freedom” by redemption and then the higher grade of 
the ‘Livery.’ 
I should think that he did this with the knowledge that on the 15th of 
the same month he was to be chosen Demonstrator of Anatomy and it 
was considered desirable that such an important office should be held by 
a Liveryman and not by a mere ‘F. B.’ The ‘Publick body’ referred 
to in the minute of 21, Aug. 1735, would be that of a criminal executed 
for felony which our Company gave out of the stock of those unfortunates 
of whom we had a plenty, and Chovett would be allowed that body to 
experiment upon before his own class of students (and not before the 
Surgeons and their apprentices within the Company). 
The [Private body’ wouId be one obtained from the Resurrectionists 
and used for the same purpose. These were special privileges granted to 
the Demonstrators of Anatomy by the Court. 
Chovet must have given lectures on anatomy previous to his 
appointment as demonstrator of anatomy in the Barber-Surgeons 
Company, for we find that in the year 1732, he issued A Syllabus, 
or Index of all the Parts that enter the Composition of the Human 
Body. This was a small brochure of 26 pages, the title page of 
which is reproduced in fig. 1. 
It is quite propable that on account of his success as a lecturer 
on anatomy and the issuing of his Syllabus he was invited to  join 
the Barber-Surgeons and become one of their demonstrators. 
In one of his letters to me Sidney Young says: “I should think 
from his position and his residing in Leicester Square, that he 
must have been an eminent surgeon of the time.” 
In  another letter he again refers to Chovet, “as living in Leices- 
ter Square which at that time was the fashionable locality for 
surgeons in large practice.” 
The influence of the French school is shown in the preface to 
his Syllabus. He speaks of their being “fruitful in their in- 
ventions” and in contriving “anatomical preparations made in 
wax,” which he endeavored to improve. This seems to con- 
firm the statement, made by Chastellux, that he studied under 
Window. 
Fig. 1 Title page of the Syllabus. 
Pig. 2 Page 20, of the Syllabus. 
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The last page of the preface is of so much interest that I will 
quote the greater part. 
I have likewise contriv’d a body in wax (now in hand) wherein the 
action of the heart and lungs, and the circulation of the blood, will be 
made visible, which I hope in some time to compleat. 
I am also provided with natural and artificial preparations sufficient 
for giving a compleat course of anatomy, which will be of great use to 
young beginners for the first course, in order to prepare them for the 
knife; as also those who are willing to be informed in the natural struc- 
ture, tho’ not devoted to the practice of physic or surgery, and are often 
times offended at the smell and sight of a dissected body, for which reason 
I have compiled this Syllabus as brief and suitable thereto, and as much 
in English as the nature of the subject will permit, avoiding many super- 
flui ties. 
Here we see Chovet putting into practice a principle that many 
of the modern teachers of anatomy advocate: that of studying 
models and moist preparations before beginning the actual dis- 
section. In this way the student obtains an idea of what he is to 
look for when working on the cadaver. 
The similarity in the wording of the announcement of his 
lectures in Philadelphia (p. 160, fig. 7) to  the closing paragraph 
of the preface of his Syllabus is striking and shows that he still 
has in mind the same educational principle. 
The Syllabus is divided into three parts; the first is Osteologia, 
and is covered by the first three lectures; the second is Myologia, 
and also extends over three lectures; the third is Enterologia, 
and occupies the remaining six lectures. 
The page of the Syllabus that is reproduced (fig. 2) shows the 
attention that the lymphatic system received in those days. It 
is to be regretted that in these days of advanced anatomy it re- 
ceives so little attention in many dissecting rooms. When he 
considers the heart and lungs, he also considers the circulation of 
the blood. 
His knowledge of the anatomy of the brain was quite compre- 
hensive, as the following ext’ract from his Syllabus shows. 
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Dura Mater 
Its First Process, the Falx 
Second Process 
Third Process 
Sinus’s 
The Longitudinalis Superior 
Inferior 
Rectus 
Latteralis, etc. 
Torcular Herophili 
Pia Mater 
Cerebrum 
Hemispheres, 2 
LObS,4 
Cervicals 
GI andula Pittuitaria 
The Substances 2 via. 
Corticalis Cineria 
The Carotide Arteries 
Meddularis Alba 
Centrum Ovale 
Corpus Callosum 
Fornix 
Septum Lucidum 
Medulla Oblongata 
The Crura 
Ventriculi Anteriores, with 
Corpora Striata 
Thalami Nervorum Opti- 
corum 
Nates 
Testes 
Glandula Pinealis 
Plexus Choroides 
Corpora Olivaria 
Protuberantia Annularis 
the 3d and 4th 
I n  his enumeration of the cranial nerves he shows that  he, like 
most of his contemporaries, failed to  recognize the true VIth 
pair of nerves. He lists ten pairs of nerves, as follows: 
1st Par Olfactorium 
2d Opticum 
3d Oculorum 
4th Patheticum 
5th Gustatorium 
6th Produce the Intercostals 
7th Auditorium 
8th Vagum 
9th Accessorius 
10th Recurrens 
If, as Chastellux states, Chovet was a student under Winslow, 
it is somewhat surprising that he failed to recognize the true char- 
acter of the ‘intercostals’ and ascribed them to  the VIth pair 
of cranial nerves and not to the sympathetic nerve. In his descrip- 
tion of the sympathetic nerve Drummond says: 
This nerve has been variously named by authors. The older anato- 
mists described it under the name of the great int,ercostal nerve. From 
the fact of its being chiefly distributed to the viscera belonging to t,he 
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circulatory, digestive and generative systems, it waa termed by Chaus- 
sier the trisplanchnic nerve; and under the supposition that it alone 
influences the organic processes, it was termed by Bichat the nervous 
system of organic life. The name sympathetic, or great sympathetic, 
was given it by Winslow, from its being believed to be t.he channel 
through which are effected the different sympathies sometimes found to 
exist between distant organs when in a morbid condition. 
The English anatomists did not seem to agree with Winslow 
for Monro and Cheselden followed Chovet in ascribing the inter- 
costals to the VIth pair of nerves. It was not until the time of 
Bell that they began to recognize their mistake. 
The last page of the Syllabus contains so much of interest that 
I have reproduced it in full (fig. 3). Here we see evidence of a 
great amount of industry on the part of Chovet and can gain some 
conception of the way he spent his time during the period of 
which I have been unable to find any record. It also gives us 
a new insight into the method of teaching anatomy in the middle 
of the eighteenth century. Models and carefully prepared prepa- 
rations supplemented demonstrations on the cadaver. Surely 
Chovet had advanced ideas of anatomical study. 
In 1736, Chovet resigned his position as demonstrator. 
At a Court of Assistants holden 19th Aug. 1736. Our Master acquaint- 
ing the Court that he had received a letter from Mr. Chovett wherein 
he expressed a just sense of the favor the Court had done him to choose 
him Demonstrator the two former years and returned his thanks for the 
same. But in regard to his other business did desire the Court would 
please to supply his place by the choice of some other. 
Chovet’s request was granted; and we find recorded in the An- 
nals of the Barber-Surgeons under the s‘ame date: “Mr. Peter 
Maccullock and Mr. Caesar Hawkins were olected Demon- 
strators.” 
In a footnote to the abstracts sent me by Sidney Young he 
says: “Mr. Chovett’s name appears in the list of Liverymen for 
the year 1740, but not afterwards. This is presumptive evidence 
that he was dead before the list for the year 1741 was made up.” 
Fig. 3 Last page of the Syllabus. 
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How far this was from the truth the remainder of this sketch 
will show. 
There seems to be considerable mystery surrounding the occa- 
sion of Chovet’s resignation as Demonstrator in the Barber-Sur- 
geons Company’and his removal from London. S. Weir Mitchell in 
his commemmorative address at  the centennial anniversary of 
the institution of the College of Physicians of Philadelphia, 
makes the following statement : 
Of the cynical and merry tory Abraham Chovet, there is little to say. 
Dr. Physick told my father that while living in London, Chovet tried 
to save a too adventurous gentleman about to be hanged for highway 
robbery, by opening his trachea before the hangman operated. The 
patient was rapidly removed after the execution, and is said to have 
spoken. A queer tale, and doubtful, but worth the telling. The govern- 
ment is said to  have lacked due appreciation of this valuable experiment, 
and Chovet brought his queer Voltarian visage to America. 
I have been unable to obtain any confirmation of the first 
statement and the last statement is not quite correct. According 
to  Chastellux, The Universal Asylum and Columbian Magazine 
for 1790, and Norris, Chovet spent some years in the Barbadoes 
and afterwards went to Jamaica. 
Whatever the cause of Chovet’s leaving his surgical practice 
in the fashionable quarter of London, he did not lose his interest 
in anatomy. The conditions in Barbadoes were not conducive 
to work; yet he worked. Chastellux says he was, “invariably a 
man of application, and laborious. In the war of 1744, a prize 
being brought into Barbadoes, with a great deal of wax on board, 
Mr Showell (a misspelling) took this opportunity to make differ- 
ent anatomical experiments in wax, and succeeded so well as to 
carry this art to the highest perfection.” 
For the single authentic item I possess in regard to Chovet’s 
life in Jamaica I am indebted to D’Arcy Power, F.R.C.S. In the 
Gentleman’s Magazine for the month of May 1759, under the pro- 
motions for the year 1759, appears the following: “Abra. Chovet, 
Esq., surgeon, of Kingston in Jamaica, a Dr. of physick.” 
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D’Arcy Power writes, “I  cannot find that this M. D. was con- 
fered by Oxford: there is no list of Cambridge graduates and there 
is no list of the M. D.’s given by the Archbishop of Canterbury.” 
If the story narrated by S. Weir Mitchell he true, it seems 
strange that this degree should have been confeirred on Chovet. 
Jamaica was not, however, to be the final abode of Chovet. In 
order to escape an impending insurrection of the slaves he fled 
with his wife and widowed daughter to Philadelphia. The date 
of his arrival in Philadelphia is uncertain. In the notice of his 
death, in the Universal Asy lum and Columbian Magazine for 
March, 1790, it is given as 1770. Norris, in The Early History of 
Medicine in Philadelphia, gives 1774, as the date. 
Almost immediately after the arrival of Chovet in Philadelphia 
he began giving lectures on anatomy. In the Pennsglvania 
Journal and Weekly  Advertiser for October 12, 1774, the following 
announcement appears 
Fig. 4 E’rorn the Pennsylvania Journal and Weekly -4dvertiser. October 12, 
1774. 
The same announcement appears in the issue for November 15, 
except the words “the 25th Nov. instant” are substituted for 
‘‘some time in November.” 
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In  the issue of the Pennsylvania Journal and the Tlreehly Ad- 
vertiser for November 9, 1774, and in the issue of the Pennsyl- 
vania Gazeite for the same date, the following announcement of 
his introductory lecture appears 
Fig. 5 From the Pennsylvania Gazette. November 9, 1771. 
The occasion of the introductory lecture was made a notable 
event, as the following account taken from the Pennsylvania 
Gazette of November 30, 1774, shows. 
Fig. 6 From the Pennsylvania Gazette. November 30, 1774. 
The notice of the regular course of lectures (fig. 7) appears in 
t,he Pennsylvania Journal and the Weekly  Advertiser for Novem- 
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ber 30, and December 7, 1774, and also in the issues of the Penn- 
sylvania Gazette of the same dates. 
Fig. 7 From the Pennsylvania Journal and Weekly Advertiser. November 30, 
1774. 
Norris, writing about the year 1845, says: 
The building still stands upon the south side of the alley. It is a quaint 
looking old-fashioned two-storied brick house, with a steep pitched roof 
and dormer windows; it is now used as a carpenter shop. In  this locality 
his lectures continued to be given, and his anatomical collection remained 
until 1777, when the Iatter was removed to his dwelling in Water Street., 
near the old ferry. Here he erected an amphitheatre in which his lectures 
were afterwards delivered, the first being given there in January 1778 
One of those who attended Chovet’s first course of lectures has 
recorded the fact. Christopher Marshall, a retired druggist, 
makes this concise entry in his Diary under the date of January 
27, 1775, “At Dr. Chovet’s lecture.” In  the process of time these 
two men became friends. We shall meet them again before this 
account is finished. 
During the years 1776 and 1777 the lectures given by Chovet 
appear to have been the only lectures on anatomy that were given 
in Philadelphia. Dr. William Shippen, Jr., the professor of 
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anatomy at the College, was at this time with the army and un- 
able to give his course of lectures. 
Chovet must have been, at this time, a man of some property. 
In  London he lived in Leicester Square, noted in after years as 
the residence of John Hunter, and in Philadelphia he was able 
to live in what was, at that time, the chief place of residence of 
the best families of the business class, Water Street, and to build 
there in connection with his dwelling an anatomical amphitheatre. 
Soon after the peace of 1783, we find him located in Race Street, 
between Third and Fourth Streets. Water Street had in a great 
measure lost its prestige. Front Street and Second Street with 
the streets leading off from them had become the medical center. 
Dr. Rush lived on the east side of Front Street, above Walnut 
Street, in a “bank house without a foot of yard.” Locality did 
not play as important a part in a physician’s success then as now. 
Norris describes Chovet as being “ a very popular physician, 
who came here from the West Indies,” and his location on the 
outskirt of the chief medical center, in 1783, does not seem to have 
interfered with his practice. At this time he apparently had 
given up his anatomical lectures, for I have been unable to find 
any reference to them after his removal to Race Street. 
We have seen that previous to Chovet’s appointment as demon- 
strator of anatomy in The Barber-Surgeons Company he had 
prepared a considerable number of wax models, the list of which is 
given on the last page of his Syllabus (fig. 3) and from his preface 
we learn that he had still others in contemplation. 
John Morgan said: “Chovet . . . . has indeed a 
good collection of wax preparations, of different parts of the human 
body, which he made in his younger days and brought hither 
from Europe.’’ 
On p. 157 I have quoted Chastellux’s statement that theprepara- 
tions brought to Philadelphia by Chovet were made in Barbadoes. 
Norris, in his sketch of Chovet in The Early History of Medicine 
in Philadelphia, says : Dr. Chovet brought with him a complete 
and beautiful collection of anatomical preparations which he 
made in Barbadoes in 1744.” 
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It would seem, therefore, that the statement of Morgan was not 
correct and that Chovet did not bring to Philadelphia those 
preparations made previous to 1732, but an entirely new collec- 
tion made in Barbadoes. No wonder Chastellux describes Chovet 
as “invariably a man of application, and laborious.” 
John Adams was appointed one of the delegates from Massachu- 
setts to meet with others from the other States in Congress, at 
Philadelphia, on the first day of September, 1774. He arrived in 
Philadelphia, August 29, 1774, and on the following day, Tuesday, 
-4ugust 30, “towards the evening, Mr. Thomas Smith , . . 
and Dr. Shippen and his brother, and Mr. Reed, went with us 
to  the Hospital.” 
After visiting various parts of the Hospital, Mr. Adams says: 
Dr. Shippen then carried us into his chamber, where he showed us a 
scries of anatomical paintings of exquisite art. Here was a great variety 
of views of the human body, whole and in parts. The Doctor enter- 
tained us with a clear, concise, and comprehensive lecture upon all parts 
of the human frame. This entertainment charmed me. He first showed 
us a set of paintings of bodies, entire and alive, then of others with the 
skin taken off, then with the first coat of muscles taken off, then with the 
second then with all-the bare bones. Then he showed us paintings of 
the insides of a man, seen before, all the muscles of the belly being taken 
off; the heart, lungs, stomach, etc. 
I have quoted the above quite fully, for on Friday, October 14, 
Mr. Adams went to see Chovet and his collection and has made a 
most interesting comparison. Let us see what he has to  say: 
Went in the morning to  see Dr. Chovet and his skeletons and wax- 
works-most admirable, exquisite representations of the whole animal 
economy. Four complete skeletons; a leg with all the nerves, veins, and 
arteries injected with wax; two complete bodies in wax, full grown; 
waxen representations of all the muscles, tendons, etc. of the head, brain, 
heart, lungs, liver, stomach, etc. This exhibition is more exquisite than 
that oj Dr. Shippen at the hospital.2 The Doctor reads lectures for two 
* Italics mine. W. S. M. 
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half joes a course, which takes up four months. These wax-works are 
all of the Doctor’s own hands. 
John Adams gives us only a partial list of what Chovet had in 
the way of anatomical equipment for instructional purposes. 
Not all of his equipment was in the form of wax models; he had a 
good supply of skeletons, better than some of the modern-day 
medical schools, besides a number of well made dissections and 
injections. It is fortunate for us that John Adams recorded 
so faithfully what he saw. It is quite evident that Chovet’s 
collection was superior to the collection at the hospital. We 
have heard a great deal about Dr. Shippen and the hospital col- 
lection, and nothing at all about Dr. Chovet and his superior 
collection. It is difficult to understand the neglect. 
Chovet had no place in the hospital, or in the young medical 
school which in after years grew into the medical department of 
the University of Pennsylvania, though T cannot but believe he 
was much the best anatomist in Philadelphia. 
In order to understand what became of the collection which 
Chovet had, with so much industry, gathered together, we must 
go back to the year 1762, some years previous to the arrival of 
Chovet in Philadelphia. 
At  a meeting of the managers of the hospital held in the war- 
den’s room at the Court House, November 8, 1762, Dr. William 
Shippen, Jr., informed them that a gift from Dr. John Fothergill, 
of London, consisting of eighteen different views of anatomical 
structure, in crayon; three cases of anatomical models and one 
case containing a skeleton and fetus had reached Philadelphia. 
The three cases contained three castings in gypsum. It is this 
collection that Dr. Shippen showed to  John Adams. 
George B. Wood in An Address on the Occasion of the Cen- 
tennial Celebration of the Founding of the Pennsylvania Hos- 
pital says, 
These served as the basis of a Museum, which was afterwards greatly 
increased (April, 1793) by the purchase from the executors of Dr. Chovet, 
an eminent, but somewhat eccentric physician of Philadelphia, of his 
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collection of preparations and wax models, then deemed master-pieces of 
art in that department. The museum thus created was considered at  
one time among the greatest attractions of the Hospital, and even added 
somewhat to its receipts. But losing at last its value in this respect, and 
occupying space which was wanted for the more important purposes of 
the Institution, the Managersvery courteously made an offer of it to 
the University of Pennsylvania, where it might be employed to greater 
advantage. The purchased cabinet of Dr. Chovet was made an abso- 
lute gift; but the collection presented by Dr. Fothergill, as the Managers 
did not conceive that they had the authority to  alienate it, was merely 
placed with the University on deposit. The transfer was made in April, 
1824, and the two collections at  this time (1851) form a part of the Wistar 
Museum. 
Probably Dr. Shippen was only too glad t o  have the use of the 
fine preparations made by Chovet; and the hospital, though 
Chovet did not have a place on its staff, considered itself for- 
tunate in acquiring his collection. 
In Morton’s History of the Pennsylvania Hospital, a more 
complete account of the collection is given: “In 1793, the Man- 
agers acquired for the Museum a very remarkable collection of 
anatomical preparations, including dried, injected and painted 
specimens, together with a series of beautiful wax models by Dr. 
Abraham Chovet, by purchase from his heirs. The collection, 
especially the wax preparations, were regarded at that time as 
masterpieces of art.” 
A speciaI caretaker of the museum was appointed and we have 
the record of the receipt of the collection. 
PENNS. HOSPITAL, 25th 8 mo. 1806. 
Received under my care and responsibility from the Managers of the 
Hospit,al all the articles of the Anatomical museum contained in the 
list thereof vie : 
Imitations of the internal parts of the human body in wax by the la-te 
Dr. Chovet from No. 1 to No. 8 inclusive. 
Dried preparations by the late Dr. Chovet and others from No. 1 to 
No. 93 inclusive. 
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Preparations of different parts of t,he human body in Spirit of Wine, by 
Three Castings in Gypsum, and eighteen Paintings in crayons; pre- 
the late Dr. Chovet and others from No. 1 to No. 60 inclusive, and 
sented by Dr. Fothergill of London. 
SAML. C. HOPKINS. 
From this list we learn that nearly the whole of the working 
museum consisted of preparations made by Chovet. A few were 
made by ‘others’ but no mention is made of them by name. 
Evidently Dr. Shippen was not as practical an anatomist as 
Chovet. If Dr. Shippen had possessed any of the spirit of his 
great teachers, John Hunter, William Hunterand William Hewson, 
it seems as though at  this time his name would have been as- 
sociated with some one of these preparations. It was not until 
the time of Wistar that any steps were taken toward; the estab- 
lishing of a permanent museum in connection with the depart- 
ment of anatomy at Pennsylvania. The present collection, 
housed in The Wistar Institute, is the direct result of the labor 
of Wistar and his successors. 
We have seen that Chovet’s collection first passed into the 
possession of the Pennsylvania Hospital and later was transferred 
by the hospital to the Wistar Museum. Thinking it might 
be of interest to photograph some of the preparations I opened 
correspondence with the present director of The Wistar Insti- 
tute, only to meet with disappointment. Dr. Greenman made 
a most careful search and the result is embodied in the follow- 
ing letter: 
MY DEAR DOCTOR MILLER: 
1 had a curious hunt for the specimens 
made by Dr. Chovet. From the catalogue, Dr. Stotsenburg sent me the 
enclosed list which he says were entered before 1850 (1806. See above), 
and there seems to be no trace of any of these specimens in the Univer- 
sity or The Wistar Institute. I presume they were among some speci- 
mens which were destroyed by fire some years ago, 1888, I believe. 
Regretting that I cannot furnish you more satisfactory data, I am, 
February 25, 1909. 
Yours sincerely, 
M. J. GREENMAN. 
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The question “What were the preparations mentioned and 
what became of them?” is now answered. I think my readers 
will agree with me that the answer is ‘unsatisfactory.’ It 
is a matter of great regret that a collection at one time the best 
in this country and one of the best in existence, for Chastellux 
says it “appears superior to  that at Bologna,” should have com- 
ple tel y disappeared. 
We have considered Chovet as an anatomist; we will now con- 
sider him in his individual character. Our compatriots of the 
time of the Revolution failed to understand him and his ec- 
centricities. More than a century has passed since his decease 
and no one has been able to penetrate the mystery that surrounds 
his life. It may be that some future writer will be able to sup- 
ply the much needed information. 
When Chastellux visited Chovet in 1780, he found him even 
more interesting than his anatomical collection. 
On seeing him, one can with difficulty conceive how so much patience 
and perseverance could consist with his natural vivacity; for it seems as 
if the sun of the tropics had preserved in him all the heat of youth; he 
speaks with fire, expresses himself as well in French, as if he were still 
in our schools of surgery. Tn other respects, he is a perfect original : when 
the English were in Philadelphia he was a Whig, and has become a tory 
since they left it;  he is always fighting after Europe, without resolving 
t,o return, and declaiming constantly against the Americans, he still 
remains amongst them. His design in coming to the continent, was to 
recover his health, so as to enable him to cross the seas: this was about 
the commencement of the war; and, since that time, he imagines he is 
not at liberty to go, though nobody prevents him. Hewas to me a greater 
curiosity than his anatomical preparations, which appear superior to 
those of Bologna. 
Chastellux gives here an example of Chovet’s contradictions. 
A Whig while Philadelphia was occupied by the British forces, 
but a Tory before and after its occupation by the British: be- 
rating the Americans, he refuses to leave them. Chastellux, 
I think, understood Chovet better than his neighbors in Phila- 
delphia. 
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I have spoken of the friendship that existed between Chovet 
and Christopher Marshall. This friendship was to be put to 
the test;’and, if I read the account rightly, the better spirit was 
shown by Chovet, the Tory. 
Our Revolutionary compatriots were, to put it mildly, radical. 
The story of Dr. Kearsley is known to every reader of the his- 
tory of the Revolution. Chovet fearing a like treatment sought 
protection at  the house of Christopher Marshall but was refused 
entrance. He hid in the hay in Mr. Marshall’s stable and though 
the stable was entered twice by searching parties, escaped de- 
tection. Late that night he announced his escape by tapping 
on one of Mr. Marshall’s windows. In the process of time 
Philadelphia was occupied by the British forces and Mr. Marshall’s 
property was in danger. Marshall himself fled the city; but his 
good friend Chovet, the Tory, took into his own house some of 
Mr. Marshall’s personal property and preserved it for him. 
Marshall himself is authority for this last statement. In his 
Diary we read under date of August 27, 1778: “Sent son’s cart 
and horse to Dr. Chovet’s and brought what books he had saved 
of mine at two trips to son’s shop; left them up stairs there.” 
I think you will agree with me that the Tory had the better 
spirit of the two. 
Although Chovet was an outspoken Tory, in time the people 
in Philadelphia came to regard him as harmless. Watson, in 
his Annals of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, says : The Doctor 
was what was termed a tory; was licensed to say and do what he 
pleased, at which no one took umbrage,” 
Chovet was thoroughly English in his sympathy, and he never 
let slip an opportunity to joke his Whig friends. Watson, in 
the above mentioned Annals, tells the following story, which 
illustrates the quickness of his wit. 
Having been sent for by the Spanish minister, Don Juan (I forget 
his name) who resided in old Mr. Chew’s house, in Third, between 
Walnut and Spruce Streets, the weather being rather unpleasant, the 
ambassador ordered his carriage to the door to convey the doctor home- 
the doctor, full of fun and joke, directed the coachman to drive by the 
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Coffee-House, which, as he approached was perceived by the merchants, 
who immediately drew up in order, hats off, to pay their respects to the 
Don, as minister from a friendly power. The doctor kept himself close 
back in the carriage until directly opposite t.he Coffee-House; the gentle- 
men all bowing and scraping, when he pops out his head-‘(Good morn- 
ing gentlemen, good morning; I hope you are all well; thank you, in the 
name of his majesty, King George,” and drove off laughing heartily 
at having again joked with the Philadelphia Whigs. 
Norris tells the following story to  illustrate his proclivity to 
use certain expletives in conversation: 
The doctor happened to be overtaken at the house of a member of the 
Society of Friends by a heavy shower of rain, and as he insisted on pur- 
suing his way during its continuance, the friend kindiy offered to loan 
him his overcoat, adding the condition that he waa not to use hard words 
while it was upon his back, to which the latter assented. On returning 
the coat he was asked, “Well, doctor, didst thou swear whilst thou 
hadst on my coat?” ((No,” replied he, ((but there was a damnable dis- 
position to  lie.” 
The best character sketch of Chovet, as he appeared in his 
old age, is tha t  given by Watson. I quote it in full. 
One of the earliest, and one of the most vivid recollections in this city 
by the reminiscent, is of the person of old Dr. Chovet, living, at that time, 
directly opposite the (1842) ‘White Swan,’ in Race above Third Street. 
He it was who by his genius, professional skill and perseverance, finally 
perfected those wonderful (at that time) anatomical preparations in 
wax, which, since his death, have been in the possession of the Pennsyl- 
vania Hospital. These anatomical preparations, the very sight of which 
is calculated to fill the mind with solemn awe, while beholding not only 
the streets, but the lanes, alleys and inner chambers of the microcosm 
or little world of man, was beheld by the writer only some few years 
since, forcing back upon the memory the once aged appearance of the 
doctor, contrasted with the exertions made by him, and apparent to 
every one who beheld him, to appear active and sprightly in business, 
cleaving as it were to his‘last sand.’ This aged gentleman and physician 
was almost daily to be seen pushing his way, in spite of his feebleness, 
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in a kind of hasty walk, or rather shuffle; his aged head, and straight 
white hair, bowed and hanging forward beyond the cape of his black old- 
fashioned coat, mounted by a small cocked hat, closely turned upon the 
crown upwards behind, but projectingly, and out of all proportions, 
cocked before and seemingly the impelling cause of his anxious forward 
movements; his aged lips dosely compressed (sans teeth) together, were 
in continual motion as though he were munching something all the while, 
his golden-headed Indian cane, not used for support, but dangling by 
a knotted black silken string from his wrist; the ferrule of his cane, and 
the heals of his capacious shoes well lined in winter time with thick woolen 
cloth, might be heard jingling and scraping the pavement at every step; 
he seemed on the street always as one hastening as fast as his aged limbs 
would permit him, to some patient dangerously ill. without looking at 
any one passing him to the right or left; he was always spoken of as pos- 
sessing much sarcastic wit; and also for using expletives in his common 
conversation, in the opinion of those who spoke on the subject, to be 
neither useful nor ornamental. 
This picture of the old and faithful doctor is not a pleasant 
one. Evidently he no longer enjoyed the prosperity of former 
years. The fact that he always visited his patients on foot is 
not so surprising; it was the usual custom in those days. The 
especially well-to-do physician had his chaise, in these days he 
has his automobile. 
The frontispiece is taken from an etching by Rosenthal, of the 
oil painting of Chovet by Pine, now in the possession of the Col- 
lege of Physicians of Philadelphia. It was made in his younger 
days and shows him wearing a cheerful and animated expres- 
sion. Through the kindness of Dr. G. W. Norris, of Philadel- 
phia, I have been able to reproduce a copy of the miniature por- 
trait mentioned on p. 147. It was my intention to have a fresh 
impression made; but, to my regret, I received a reply to my letter 
of inquiry stating that “the medallion portrait in wax of Dr. 
Chovet has been damaged by a fall.” In a later communi- 
cation I was informed “the medallion will be repaired, but just 
when I do not know.” 
The medallion portrait was presented to the Pennsylvania 
Hospital in December, 1871, by Mrs. Mary Ann Marshall. It 
Omnia mutuntur, nos et mutamur in illis. 
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was originally given to Mrs. Marshall’s grandfather, in 1793, by 
Chovet’s daughter, Susannah Maria Penelope Abington. On 
the back of this medallion appears the inscription “Abraham 
Chovet, born May 25, 1704; drawn May 25, 1784, by his servant 
Dr. Eckhout.” It is earnestly hoped that this medallion can 
be restored. 
As a practitioner of medicine and surgery Chovet was not 
without reputation. I quote again from Norris: “Dr. Coste, 
the chief medical officer of Rochambeau’s army, in a tract which 
he published at  Leiden, in 1784, speaks of Chovet as a man skilled 
in all thing pertaining to medicine, and especially in anatomy and 
surgery. ” 
In the short sketch of-Chovet in Morton’s History of the Penn- 
sylvania Hospital, it is said : His character and the high quality 
of his professional acquirements entitled him to high rank among 
the medical profession, and with them to respectful remem- 
brance. ’’ 
Only one honor came to Chovet during his residence in Phila- 
delphia, and that was well deserved. I find the following in 
Ruschenberger’s sketch of Chovet : 
Of the twelve senior founders of the College of Physicians of Philadel- 
phia Dr. Chovet is the one who was not born in or near Philadelphia. 
A t  the time of forming the Society his years exceeded four score. A t  
such an advanced age men are not invited to engage in a new enterprise 
unless their qualifications are eminent in the estimation of their col- 
leagues. 
Strange to say no record was made in the minutes of the pro- 
ceedings of the College, of the death of Chovet, although he was 
one of the charter members. 
Chovet was probably married in England, for the tombstone 
of his daughter, Mrs. Abington, tells us that she was born Oc- 
tober 30, 1736, and died April 3, 1813. 
Chovet said “that physician is an impostor who did not live 
till he was eighty;” he died March 24, 1790, in the eighty-sixth 
year of his age. Chovet, his wife and his daughter are buried 
in Christ Church cemetery, Philadelphia. 
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In the notice of his death which appeared in t,he Universal 
Asylum and Columbian Magazine for March, 1790, he is referred 
to as “an eminent anatomist and extraordinary man;” the notice 
goes on to say: “This aged physician for about half a century 
attracted the attention of persons of all ranks and classes, in 
different parts of the world. ” 
Shortly before he breathed his last he requested his family 
to give him a plain funeral, and by no means to have the bells, 
as was the custom at that time, rung for him: because he did not 
wish to have sick people disturbed by such an unnecessary noise. 
He often had had no consideration for people in health, but the 
sick always fared well at his hands. 
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